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HE clamours which ha 3 excited 
againſt adminiſtration for the ſuppoſed 
violation of private property for their own par- 


ticular purpoſes, is one of thoſe popular and 


faſcinating topics, which, by the influence of 
its ſound, ſeizes on the ears of the multitude, 


is never examined to the bottom, yet deſcends 

into their hearts with all the energy of truth 
and conviction, raiſes prejudices, and inflames 
reſentment againſt men in power, and even 


againſt the Sovereign himſelf. 

The ſubject, which has afforded no unacri« 
monious altercation on this head, is the foreſt 
of Inglewood, in Cumberland, which, it is 
alledged, was formerly granted by King Wil- 


| liam to the firſt Duke of Portland, and which 
is now granted to Sir James Lowther; this 


patent has been exclaimed againſt as indefen- 
ſible by law, and a notorious violation of pri- 
vate property.. Notwithſtanding the too ge- 


neral * of this outery, I ſhall not he- 
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1 6.3 
| ſitate to declare myſelf of a contrary opinion, 
and 1 thall therefore, in vindication of 1 it, tay 


neats before the public. -_ -- 
1 lenny proteſt, I Vs neither friendthip 
for Sir James, nor diſpleaſure againſt the Duke, 


nor either of theſe ſentiments for or againſt 


any nobleman or com moner who may be ſup- 
poſed to be intereſted in this affair. I know 
not either of their perſons; 3 I never have re- 


ceived, nor am I to receive, the leaſt favour 
or advantage from one among them. My ſole 


motives are the defire of preſerving the public 


at his Majeſty is as equitably entitled 


_ to the granting. the foreſt of Inglewood to 
Sir James Lowther, as King William could 
have been to the Duke of Portland; and by 
theſe impartial means I hope to obviate the 

many miſunderſtood and illiberal calumnies 
which have been propagated againſt thoſe per- 
ſonages whoſe conduft. has not merited ſuch 


| treatment. 


Private property is that n either i in 


lands or chattles, to which any man is juſtly 
entitled, circumſtanced, and circumſcribed in 
the tenure and conveyance, and donation, ac- 
: cording. to the eſtabliſhed laws of the realm. 
And in this place it is to be obſerved, that the 
King is not precluded from the enjoyment of 
private property, nor indulged in farther rights 
therein than the meaneſt of his ſubjects, by any 
act . . The crown lands are Private 


mm 


nes one by repreſentin g truth, and of ſhew- 
ing t 


(3) : 
property, and the King is limited imhis rights of 
them by the law; and according to theſe laws, 
the King may not grant away an eſtate * 
in the crown, and the law takes care to 
' ſerve the inheritance of the King for the 9 
nefit of his ſucceſſors“. Thus the ſovereign, 
like the ſubjects, is controuled by law ; and 
his heirs, like thoſe of other men; cannot be 
dare of their lawful righis. 

From a diſpaſſionate ſurvey of this Hen it ĩs 
folevident, thi King William could not le- 
gally convey the rel of Inglewood for ever 
to the Duke of Portland's great grandfather, 
if there was any grant at that time made, un- 
leſs it was either for à certain term of years, 
for ninety-nine years determinable on three 
lives, or ſome ſuch limited duration, it muſt 
have been illegal; and this is clear from the 
prohibition which the laws ordain againſt the 

King's depriving his ſucceſſors of their inhe- 
ritance in their private property. Such being 
neceſſarily the caſe; if the term is not expired, 
the three lives not dead, or the power of ſome 
other limited: conveyance is not extinct, the 
grant to the anceſtor of his Grace the Duke of 

Portland is ſtill valid and in full force. But if 


niither of theſe circumſtances are now exiſting, 


the foreſt is in the crown, the grant to Sir 
James Lowther legal; and the title of the 
| Duke of Portland has no exiſtence. 
But in this caſe, according to Mr. Cooper's 
letter to the Duke, it is the opinion U the Sur 
B 2 veyor 
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foreft of Ingletvobd is not 


Side In — grant 10 Ihe Duke of Portland by 


King William," but that it is now veſted in the 
8 Hence it appears, t the Duke lays claim 
to an eſtate, which is not only not his right, 


btit was never granted to his anceſtor; and 
deems that his provate” Property, which never 
did in reality belong” to his Family, but has 
been conſtantly, fince the reign of King Wil- 


liam, the Pri vate . of bis fuceeſſors to 


the throne: IT IE: 0 nee 
If this 

haviour of the Duke of Portland will wear a 
very different complexion from that which he 


be the true tate of te caſe;! theibe- 


has endeavoured to put upon it. According to 
his Grace's declaration, this eſtate is worth 
thirty thouſand pounds: it may therefore be, 


got unreaſonably, ſuppoſed to have yielded 
thouſand à year: and as he confeſſes alſo, that 


it has been ſeventy years in the family, he and 
his anceſtors have derived ſeventy thouſetid 
pounds for an eſtate to Which they have no 


grant nor title; and yet his Grace ſtill perſiſts 
in his having a juſt title to this foreſt, and 
complains of ill uſage in either view, Whether 


tke eſtate was granted or not. King William 
had no tight to grant it for ever, unleſs indeed 


the King be above the laws, and King William 


had the right of extending his prerogative un- 
controuled by the eſtabliſhed legiſlature; and 


his preſent Majeſty is precluded from the juſt 


__ of — — iz his private 


property, 
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property, una to the known laws of the 


fand. Such ſentiments but ill agree with the. 


pretended principles of friends to the Revolu- 
tion, unleſs they can prove that King William 


was juſtly entitled to the exerciſe of that arbi- 


trary prerogative which they juſtly condemn 
and deny to the Stuarts, and that our preſent 
Sovereign has no title to the protection of the 


laws, which are the common . of 


his meaneſt ſubject. 5 
That King William had no o right to 50 f 


his grant of the foreſt of Inglewood for ever, 


is manifeſt from the bill which was laſt ſeſſions 


attempted to be brought into the Houſe of 
Commons. A motion was made for leave 
to bring in a bill for quieting the poſſeſſions of 


the ſubject, and for amending and rendering 
more effectual an act of 21 James I. for the 


general quiet of the ſubject, againſt all pretences 
of concealment whatſoever.” 


If we ſtick to the literal meaning of theſe 
words, not only the ſubjects were in commo- 
tion but heir poſſeſſions alſo, ſince both requir- 
ed quieting by law, As the phraſeology of 


this motion imparts no great honour to thoſe 
who made it, I ſhall omit their names; but 
the ſingularity of the expreſſion is not more 


extraordinary than the intent. It was deſigned 


in favour of private property, as it is aſſerted, 
and yet both the King and his ſubjects, for the 
latter are equally included, were to be thereby 


relcanded from all power of obtaining their 


ay. 185 rights 
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8 
| rights and: eſdates,! ER a fixty years poſſec- 
Fon by thoſe who were not intitled to enjoy 


them. Fhis, indeed, is not only a ügnal il 
luſtration of their notions of private property, 
but of public juſtice, and of their deſires and 
F its al ſo ta preſerve them in favour of thoſe 

who have no right to ſuch a protection, unleſs 

F be a legal title to 

property. But the act itte to which it was 

alluded in this motion, expreſsly declares that 

i could relate to no other, except to grants 

antecedent to the time of King James I. Their 

endeavours therefore to have a law paſſed at 


preſent to the ſame purpoſe, manifeſtly evinces 


that King: William could make no legal grand 

of the foroſt to any ſubject, for ever 3 5 
in the hands of the Crown, and that the Duke 

ef Portland had no title to it. 

For certain it is, that . whatever may io the 5 
grant from any King to any ſubject, if it ſtands 

im need of an act of the legiſlature to make it 
valid, that grant! is neceſſarily ineffectual in 
itſelf. Where fore, if the patent of King 

; William had-already: given laben te the poſ- 


juſtly, at 1 hour of this motion, 


ſeſſion ofr: theſe lands, it would have been ab- 


manch ufeleſe to have enacted a ſtatute to 
make it for Thoſe therefore who hs 

friends of his Grace of Portland, who made 
this motion in the houſe, do really, though 
not exprefsly confeſs, that even in their opi- 
wer the Duke has no right to the retaining 


216 | | this 
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they do, by the faireſt implication declare, that 
x Ga was legally in the Crown. 


this be allowed, the 5 is . from 


1 ö | 
this foreſt in his poſſeſſion, and of conſequence 


- Theſe advocates therefore for the ſanction 
of private property, have erred in their outſet, 
or diſregarded the principles on which they 
pretend to found their proceedings, I mean 


the conſervation of private property; unleſs 


they can explain in what manner the endea- 


vouring to deprive his Majeſty of an eſtate, 
whoſe 


property it is, and to continue it to a 


perſon whoſe property it is not, is conſentane- 
ous with the true ideas of private property. If 


thoſe rights which the the 


laws protect the people, and leave * Mary 
reign expoſed to violation. Theſe ſentiments, 
I fancy, can hardly be ſupported by any ar- 


guments which can be derived from the na- 
tare of equity, or the principles of the con- 


ſtitution. | 
Let us now examine the * on BE PE ON 
the Duke of Portland has founded his claim 
of retaining this foreſt, in oppoſition to the 


patent granted by his Majeſty to Sir James 
Lowther. 


The advertiſements which have Sh pub- 


liſhed in the Political Regiſter, one as pro- 


ceeding from the Duke, the other from Sir 
James, as well as the pamphlet written in fa- 


your of his Wenn; are thoſe Papers to which 


I ſhall 


(RJ 


I ſhall appeal for the ſupport of what I have 


to offer. 


His Grace. begins his advertiſement in a very 


ſingular, and, I believe, unprecedented man- 
ner—* Whereas the Lords of the Treaſury have 
thought proper to grant to Sir James Lowther, 


a leaſe of the Crown's ſuppoſed intereſt in the 
foreſt of Inglewood, &c. Sir James, on the 
contrary, declares, —* Whereas his Majeſty, by 
his letters patent, hath been pleaſed to grant 

unto Sir James Lowther, &c.” The. contra- 


_ diction in the perſons who are ſaid to have 


granted this patent, would afford an ample 


field for drawing ſuch inferences, as would not 


| abundantly redound to the honour of one of 
thoſe perſons ; and for retorting, with much 


- juſtice, a recrimination on the envenomed im- 


putations contained in a very late publication; 


but as being extremely outrageous is in general 


a proof of being extravagantly erroneous, I ſhall 


purpoſely omit the ſaying any thing on the 


manner in which it deſerves to be treated, and 


proceed to enquire into the validity of thoſe 


reaſons which his Grace has publiſhed, for his 


attempting to retain the foreſt of Inglewood ; 
and theſe are, That his claim is founded on a 


grant made in the laſt century, by King Wil- 
| liam the Third, to his great grandfather, and 


his heirs, for ever; and confirmed by an un- 
interrupted poſſeſſion of more than ſixty years.” 
On the contrary, the Surveyor-General de- 
clares, That the lands in queſtion are not in- 


cluded 
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(9) | 
cluded in the grants made by King William to 
the Duke of Portland, and that i are now 


veſted in the Crown.” Both of theſe aſſertions 
cannot be true: I preſume not to decide on 
- which ſide the veracity lies; but if theſe lands 
are included in theſe grants, it cannot be rea- 
ſonably imagined that theſe conveyances have 


not deſcended to his Grace, and will prove the 


effectual means of evincing the falſhood of the 
Surveyor-General, or his Grace himſelf will be 


proved to be miſtaken. -That this proof is in- 


cumbent on the Duke, is the known rule and 
conſtant practice of the law, ſince no man is 


either required or permitted to prove a nega- 
tive. His Grace has therefore a very fair and 


eligible opportunity to diſprove the affertion of 
the Surveyor-General, and to place him in no 
very reſpectable light; or the Surveyor will be 
conſidered as ſpeaking truth, which, peradven- 


ture, may not be a very n circumſtance 
to that nobleman. 


But, ſhould his 8 s aſſertion be found 1 to 


| contain the ſtricteſt truth, and ten thouſand 
grants of theſe lands for ever, by King 


William, produced, nevertheleſs the laws 
which are before quoted on this ſubject, which 
preclude the Kings of Great Britain from this 
right of eternal conveyance, and the motion for 
the Bill already mentioned, to impart validity 


to theſe grants, are an evidence, beyond the 


power of refutation, that King William had no 
legal authority to make ſuch grants, the Duke 
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50 lawful right to avail himſelf of them, wa 


that therefore the lands in diſpute are juſtly 3 in 


the Crown. 


Such being the true ſtate of the caſe, either 


that this foreſt was never granted to his Grace's 
anceſtor, or that this grant has long ſince ex- 
pired; it appears to me, that inſtead of com- 


plaining that it is unjuſtly reſumed at this time, 


the Duke of Portland ſhould have gratefully 
acknowledged the goodneſs of the King and 
his predeceſſors on the throne for the indulging 
his family in the poſſeſſion of them. Seventy 
thouſand pounds. If theſe lands are not in- 


cluded in King William's grants, or one thou- 


ſand a year ſince the expiration. of them; if 


they were, are ſuch acts of munificence, which 


may reaſonably claim the acknowledgment of 
. favours to his Sovereign from the greateſt Peer 


in this realm, and would have brought no im- 


putation of unbecoming demeanor on the Duke 
of Portland. Of this truth J am perfectly per- 
ſuaded, that if the Duke of Portland was in a 
ſituation reſpecting one of his tenants, as ſimi- 
lar to that in which his Mijeſty ſtands to him, 
that his Grace would declare himſelf to be of 
the very ſentiments which I am now 7 endea- | 
vouring to juſtify. 
Let it be ſuppoſed that the Duke's great 
grand- father, had never granted in a leale to 


any man for particular ſervices, ſuch lands as 


he had held, tor ſeventy years, under a ſuppo- 


ſition that they had been excluded i in the grants 


of 
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of other eſtates, or that he had granted them 


for ever, though the laws interdicted his right 
of granting but for a certain term of years, and 
that this perſon had held and enjoyed them for 
a conſiderable time after the leaſe was legally 


expired: let us fuppoſe that his Grace being 


come to the poſſeſſion of his paternal inheri- 
tance, had diſcovered the illegality of his an- 
ceſtor's conveyance, and reſumed his right to 


that eſtate ; ſhould this perſon, who hag held 


them from the beginning without any title, or 
a great number of years after the title was ex- 
tinct, have complained of ill treatment, and 

have founded his right to theſe lands on the 
poſſeſſion · of ſeventy years in all, or in great 
part of which time he held them illegally? 
Would his Grace have conſidered him as a 


grateful man, or granted his pretenſions, which 


were founded either on a poſſeſſion originally 
unlawful, or on a grant, the duration of which 
was long ſince expired? And if he complained 
of the injuſtice of this equitable reſumption, 


uoould not ſuch behaviour have juſtly expoſed 


him to the contempt of all unprejudiced and 


impartial men ? 


Is there any difintereſted perſon who will 
declare, will the Duke himſelf, that he would 


or ought to renounce his title to ſuch an in- 


grate! Would any man have blamed his Grace 
for re- poſſeſſing himſelf of his own private pro- 
perty, or have attempted to vindicate the un- 


grateful grantee, who, not content with the 
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advantages of a long and illegal revenue from 
theſe lands, would nevertheleſs attempt to ac- 
quire an eternal right from the indulgence of 
that nobleman, in his ſuffering him to poſſeſs 
them without any grant, or for fo long a du- 
tation after the term for which they: were 
granted was expired? 
Would men reaſon for Their Soieneiga as 
they do for themſelves, and allow him the ſame 
rights to private property which they enjoy by 
law, and be equally entitled to, the ſame con- 
eluſions would be drawn in this inſtance of the 
foreſt of Inglewood, as in the caſe which is 
juſt ſtated reſpecting the Duke of Portland, 
But it ſeems they would maintain that King 
William had a lawful right illegally to cut off 
his heirs and ſucceſſors from their inheritance 
of private property. But would the Duke 
of Portland acquieſce in ſuch unjuſt conduct, 
had his anceſtors treated him in a ſimilar 
manner ? IX; ö 
hut it is alledged, that theſe AY are re- 
ſumed, and the patent granted to Sir James 
Lowther, at the interceſſion of a Royal Fa- 
vourite. Let this be granted. And a reaſon 
can be fairly offered why his preſent Mijeſty 
ſhould not beſtow this foreſt, to which he has 
the ſame legal right that King William poſſeſſ- 
ed, to his Favourite, if ſuch he has, as well as 
the preceding Prince to that favourite which 
he then had? How can the ſame conduct be 
dee med reprehenſible in the preſent King, 
which 


rits of the 3 cauſe. 


og 1 
which is conſidered as laudable in King Wil- 
liam. Can their different names create a dif- 


ference of merit in the ſame tranſactions ; or 


have ſeventy years illegal tenure, deprived his 
Majeſty of the right of granting the Crown 
lands, and of retaining them 'by the Duke of 
Portland, to whoſe anceſtors they were either 
not granted, or the grant of which has been 
long expired? * 
But there is yet another cauſe of grievous 
accuſation. This foreſt has been reſumed, in 
order to its being granted in favour of admini- 
ſtration, and the ſecuring votes in the election 


of Knights of the Shire for the county of Cum- 


berland: Let this be granted alſo. And where- 


fore ſhould not this grant be made to obtain 
the ſame purpoſes ? The act is legal; ſhould 


it therefore be declined becauſe it may acquire 
an intereſt in the county election to the ad- 
vantages of adminiſtration, and the eſtate 
which imparts this intereſt left in the hands of 
a perſon who is in oppoſition, and who intends 


to apply it to his own particular purpoſes and 


reſentments ? 
If men would Aiſpaſtionately weigh the ar- 
guments on both ſides, and impartially examine 


their own boſoms, they will find that they have 
been warped by the heat of prejudice, and in- 


fluenced in all their ſentiments by an averſion 
to one particular perſon, and not by the me- 


— —— 
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614) 1 
ut they ſhould conſider, that the oppoſing 
feiner through pre- occupation and reſentment, 
and the diſallowing thoſe rights to their King 
to which he is as legally entitled as themſelves, 


is neither becoming the impartiality of honeſt 
T0998 nor the duty of loyal ſubjects. 


Having in the preceding manner, fairly 


ſtated the caſe of the Royal grant to Sir James 


Lowther, evinced that the Duke of Portland 


can poſſeſs no juſt claim to the foreſt of Ingle- 
wood, and proved that his Majeſty, as the le- 


gal poſſeſſor of his private property has the un- 


doubted right of reſuming theſe lands, and 


conveying them to whatever ſubject he thall 


Pleaſe, under. the limited circumſtances con- 
tained in the patent, I now proceed more am- 


ply to examiboanty the merits of that pamph- 


let, entitled, The caſe of his Grace the Duke 
of Portland, &c.“ | þ 

And, in the conduct of this enquiry, I mal 
ſhew myſelf as ready to acquieſce with the wri- 
ter. as with the adminiſtration, having propoſed 


no other N in this reſearch but the ſup- 
porting tru and the eſtabliſhment of juſtice. 
And as the writer of this production has been 


graciouſly pleaſed to diſtinguiſh the late Houſe 
of Commons, with the illuſtrious appellations 
of Prerogative Adorers, ſervile Dependents, 
Coloniſts, Miſrepreſenters, and Explainers away 
of Iniquity, Violators of Private Property, wor- 
thy of abhorrence, and all united in the per- 


ſon of tlie * ; Men of black Thoughts 


and 
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concealment whatſoever.” 


for ſixty years, that ſuch laudable perſons ſhall 


(15) 


and venal ſouls. All theſe qualities in theſe 


men, as the perſon who wrote the pamphlet, 
or the perſon who gave him the intelligence, is 
undoubtedly much better acquainted with them 
than I am, more particularly with-thoſe of his 
own fide of the queſtion, I have too much re- 
ſpe for the dignity of great men to be guilty 
of the egregious ill manners of contradicting 


them ; nay, I frankly confeſs myſelf inclined 
to believe that the portraiture contains ſome 
truth; and 1 will. therefore aſſign my reaſons 


for this opinion, not derived, indeed, from 


the motion for the Bill being thrown out of the 
Houſe of Commons, but from its being brought 


0 


This motion was made for leave to bring in 


a Bill for quieting the Poſſeſſions of the ſub- 


ject, and for amending and rendering more ef- 
fectual an act of 21 James I. for the general 
quiet of the ſubject againſt all pretences of 


According to the letter, and for any thing 


that appears in it ſpecifically expreſſed contra- 
ry, it appears by this motion to have been in- 
tended, that all thoſe who, by murder, by 


perjury, by forgeries, either of wills, deeds, 


or other conveyances, by fraud, rapine, collu- 


ſion, or any other deceits whatever, which the 


laws have made criminal even unto death, or 
to other ſevere puniſhments, may have acquir- 


ed other mens eſtates, and held them quietly 


no 
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no longer be open to the legal enquiries of thoſe 
whom they have injured; that theſe eſtates, 
- fo righteouſly obtained, ſhall be eſtabliſhed to 
== by law ; and notwithſtanding, ſhould 


there be any diſcovery of theſe crimes, beyond 
the date of this term of ſixty years, that though 


the perpetrators of them ſhould be hanged, 
their heirs are nevertheleſs to hold their pious 


inheritances in tranquility ; and this againſt all 
pretences of concealment whatſover. 
This, I muſt acknowledge, is a very pro- 


miſing method of keeping the poſſefion in quiet ; 


but I am not quite fo ſure whether the ſubjecis 
may be ſo per ectly quieted by reſcinding them 


from their lawful rights, in favour of murde- 


rers, perjurers and cheats, as theſe gentlemen 


imagined, I am in doubt alſo, whether many 
people may conceive this motion to have been 


ſo entirely in favour of juice and private pro- 


perty, as the advocates for it aſſert it was, un- 
leſs, indeed, that it being againſt all pretences 


of concealment whatſoever, the property thus 


obtained, may, on that account, be conſidered 
as entirely private, then indeed the motion 
ſeems to have been formed with the utmoſt 


1 1 jety. 


But ould it be urged in their favour, that 


this motion was intended only for the enacting 


a ſtatute for quieting the poſſeſſions and the 


holders of Crown grants, then the miſchief of 
the deſign is much alleviated, and levelled = 


_ againſt their Sovereign only ; and here I de- 


fire. 


3} 
j I 


1 


fire every man ſeriouſly to reflect what is be- 


come of the liber ty and property of a true En- | 


gliſhman, if he cannot illegally with-hold the 
lawful rights of his Sovereign, and keep that 


eſtate to himſelf to which he was never en- 
titled, or the title to which has been long ſince 
expired. Wilkes and Liberty for ever. 

_- . Having in this manner both agreed with 


candour, and differed with freedom from the 


| judicious writer of this preceding pamphlet, 


I come now to the Duke of Portland's com- 


plaint againſt the Surveyor-general, becauſe he 
_ declares, that ** this foreſt of Inglewood was 


not conveyed. by King William's grant, but 
was veſted in the Crown, and therefore recom- 
mends it to be granted to Sir James Lowther.” 


The foundation of this complaint is, That 


the report of the Surveyor-general, who is not 
a lawyer, was returned to the Treaſury with- 


out having taken the opinion of the Attorney 
or Sollicitor-general, tho' on a point of law; 
or hearing the Duke of Portland's lawyers in 
defence of his title.” Now, as I candidly 
agreed with this writer in part of his introduc- 
tion, I beg leave to differ entirely from him in 
this particular. Inſtead of its being a point of 


lav, it is in my opinion a point of act; it is, 


whether the foreſt of Ingle wood be contained 
in the grant to his Grace's anceſtor, and not 
whether there be any defect of conveyance in 
this grant; and, as the Surveyor- general may 
be reaſonably ſuppoſed to have the grant, the 
„ „ « maps 


* 


„55 5 18 . 


maps and plans of the Crown alſo before 


— 


him, theſe circumſtances ſeem to enable him 
to decide this affair as well as the beſt lawyer 
in England; and on this account, I think the 
Surveyor- general · the propereſt perſon to de- 
cide a great matter of right and r cir- 


cumſtanced as ths 3, 


The Duke of Portland's next complaint is | 
againſt his treatment, after having applied for 
a ſuſpenſion of all proceedings in the matter, 


till he had an opportunity ot laying his title 


before the Board of Treaſury. In vindication 


of this complaint, he quotes the letter from 


Mr. Cooper, which fays, © If his Grace would 


be pleaſed to lay before the Duke of Grafton, 
and the other Lords, a ſtate of his claim and 
title to the foreſt of Inglewood, they would 


refer it to the Surveyor-general, and ſend him 
back alſo, at the ſame time, his report upon 
the memorial of Sir James Lowther ; and I am 
directed alſo to aſſure your Grace, that no ſtep 
ſhall be taken towards the decifion of the mat- 
ter in queſtion till your Grace's title has been 
ſtated, referred to, and reported on by the pro- 


per officer, and fully and maturely conſidered 
by the Board of Treaſury.” 


Such being the letter from Mr. Cooper to 
the Duke of Portland, as it is tranſcribed into 
the preceding paper on this ſubject, I here again 
candidly confeſs, that I pertectly agree with 
the writer of his Grace's caſe, in the following 
pafſa ge, except the ger laſt wordt; 3 and 2 | 
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fore, like him, and in his ſtyle, “ I will op 


the reader in this place, and recommend him 
to weigh every word of this letter with the ut- 
molt attention and accuracy, and then tell me 
whether there can be found any terms in the 
whole extent of language more explicit, or 
more peremptory than theſe ? Is there the leaſt 


ambiguity or loophole for mental reſervation ? 


The Duke of Portland defires to be heard by 
council in ſupport of his own rights; can there 


be deviſed any propoſition more reaſonable and 


juſt? The Treaſury aſſure him, that no ſtep 
ſhall be taken till his title has been ſtated, re- 
ferred to, and reported on by the proper offi- 
cer, and fully and maturely conſidered by the 


Board.“ So far we agree, now comes the ſub- 


ject of our diffterence—* Yet theſe words were 
Z// 5 
There is not a more pernicious practice in 


all education, than teaching children to read, 


who are never likely to underſtand what they 
read, except it be that other of teaching them 
to write alſo, which ſo frequently expoſes their 


want of common ſenſe, to the ridicule of all 


mankind, As I am ſtrongly tinctured with 
Philanthropy, I wiſh the parents of this wri- 
ter had conducted his education according 


to the above remark, it muſt have proved of 
great ſervice to their fon. For example, in 
this very inſtance of Mr. Cooper's letter, where- 


in it is ſaid, © that if the Duke of Portland 


would lay before the Treaſury, the ſtate of his 


D 2 claim 


C : "TW | 
claim and title to the foreſt of Inglewood, 
they would refer it to the Surveyor-general.” 
And in the ſubſequent: part, that no ſtep 


mould be taken towards the decifion of the 


matter in queſtion, till his Grace's title has 
been ſtated, referred to, and reported on by the 
proper officer.” Now, if this writer had weigh- 
ed every word of this letter, as he recommends 
it to be done by his readers, would not he have 


found, that the Surveyor- general, and the pro- 


per officer, are expreſsly meant to be the fame 
individual perſon? In what ſenſe then were 
theſe words given to the wind, when it appears 


they were ſtrictly complied with, according to 


his own account ? It is certainly an unreaſon- 
able expectation in him, that Mr. Cooper is to 
ſend him letters, and find him ſenſe to under- 


Rand them. And I do heartily agree with him, 
that no terms can be found more explicit or pe- 


remptory than theſe, to expreſs the meaning 


which they were intended to convey ; I mean 


in Engliſh language; as to, the whole extent of 


language, I confeſs I underſtand but few in 


that extent ; and as that writer may underſtand 
all that exiſt, one excepted, which is Engliſh, 
I ſhall not preſume to decide what may be ef- 
feed by any of the reſt. Fits 
It is obvious to every common capacity, that 
aceording to Mr. Cooper's letter, the Board of 


Treaſury did not promiſe to hear the Duke of 
Portland's Council; they promiſed, indeed, to 


lay it before the proper officer, and this they li- 
3 5 2 terally 
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terally performed ; nor can this ſagacious ſeribe 


bring the leaſt proof to the contraty, unleſs by his 


accurate and attentive weighing of every word, 


and his ſkill in the whole extent of language, 


he has diſcovered that the Duke of Portland's 


Counſellor was the proper officer, before whom 
to lay his title, to whom it ought to be re- 
ferred, and by whom it was to be reported on. 


This, however, I fancy he will be embarraſſed 
to effect in Engliſh, whatever he may atchieve 


in the Chineſe or Mexican languages. Hence 


it appears, that what was promiſed in the let- 
ter, and aſſerted to be uncomplied with by the 
pamphlet writer, has been punctually obſerved 
in the execution. Should any man aſk me to 
lend him my horſe, and J replied, I had roaſt 
beef for dinner, ought he to conclude, I had 


granted him his requeſt, and therefore up- 
braid me with breach of promile if I refuſed 


it to him? 


But the Board of Treaſury are accuſed of 


&© not having fully and maturely conſidered 
his Grace's title.” And yet, in another letter 
from Mr. Cooper, in the Appendix to the 
pamphlet, it is aſſured that the Board of Trea- 


ſury have actually done what the pamphleteer 
denies. That this writer, who was never pre- 


ſent at any of theſe boards, ſhould be better 
informed in this matter than the Secretary, 


who was, ſeems a little unaccountable. I have 
heard of a wounded ſailor's being thrown over- 


board for pretending to know better than the 


. - 2 8 proper 


3 
IN proper officer, in an affair of which he might 


ſeems this wounded ſeaman, being carried to 
the ſurgeon, in time of action, thought it more 


convenient to feign himſelf to have been kill- 


ea, and to lie quietly amongſt the dead, in the 
Cockpit, without the riſk of farther danger, 
than to have a ſlight wound dreſſed, and re- 


turn to action. The battle being won, and 


the ſailors examining in the Cockpit, who were 
dead, and who were not, on coming to this 
fly fellow, n 


Who ſhut his eyes and ſtopt his breath, 
And to the life out- acted death, 5 


the ſurgeon pronounces, That fellow's dead, 
throw him over-board.” It was now no longer 


time to counterfeit ; No, cries he, Indeed 1 


am not.“ D—n you ſays Jack, who was tak- 
ing him up. What, do you know better 
than the Doctor?“ and ſent him over-board 
for his impudence. I ave the gentleman to 
\make the application in what language of the 
Whole extent he pleaſes. 5 : 

In conſequence of this ſuperiority of atten- 
tion and accuracy, weighing words, and ex- 


tending of languages, the ſaid ſcribe preſumes 


at length to turn prophet, and to predict, 
That ſome judgment hangs over the head 
of the Board of Treaſury, ſome fate or fatal 


171 


more reaſonably conſidered a proper judge 
than this writer in the preſent paragraph. It 
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influence impels them to their ruin.” —This 
diſtinction between fate and fatal mfluence, it 
muſt be confeſſed, is admirable and preciſe 3 
and it would be the ſame, I dare ſay, in every 
language he underſtands; but the metaphor 


in this place does not ſeem to be too well pre- 


ſerved. If the judgment hangs over their heads, 
I humbly preſume they muſt be ander it; then 


if fate or fatal influence ſhould impel them, they 


will be rather puſbed from than to their ruin. 
I muſt leave him to reconcile this matter as he 
can, only I ſhall juſt ſtop to tell him that a juſt 
judgment is already fallen on his head, viz. 
That he is the moſt inſufficient advocate that 
ever preſumed to defend a bad cauſe, than 
which there can be nothing worſe, his manner 


| of ſupporting it excepted. 


Another cauſe of viqalent acculation is 100 


that the Duke of Grafton had promiſed to his 
Grace of Portland, that his agents ſhould have 


permiſſion to inſpect the Surveyor's office, and 
that this promiſe was not complied with. It 


ſeems the Duke of Portland preſented a me- 


morial, expreſſing that, © in regard that all 
public records ought, and by all courts of ju- 
dicature are directed to be inſpected for the be- 
nefits of the parties intereſted, your memoria- 
liſt prays your Lordſhips direction to the Sur- 
veyor- general, to permit your memorialiſt's 
agents to inſpect all the ſurveys, court rolls, 


and other muniments and writings in his cuſ- 


n. — to the matters in queſtion, and 
that 


| _— 


would order your {teward-to permit me to have 


| (24) 
that your memorialiſt may be at liberty to 
take copies thereof, or ſuch parts thereof, as 
he ſhall be adviſed, that your memorialiſt may 
be enabled to lay the merits of the caſe before 
his council, and manifeſt his title to your Lord- 


This memorial-i is not much 90 the Wel h- 


mens petition to their repreſentatives in the laſt 


century. They prayed, that as it had been 


their preſcriptive and immemorial privilege to 
ſteal ſheep with impunity, that the parliament 


would give them leave to ſteal a Wie cow now 
and then. 

In fact, the inference from the RP of 
inſpecting the public records of the realm, to 
that of inſpecting the private records of his Ma- 
jeſty, relative to his private property, is equally 
ſtrong and concluſive for the inſpection of the 
writings of any individual ſubject, Now, I 
imagine, his Grace of Portland, who deſired 
this permiſſion, in his own favour, would think 


it a very inſolent requeſt, ſhould any Lord or 


Commoner, in a fimilar caſe, defire the like 


_ favour from him, and abſolutely refuſe it. 


- Such an application to that nobleman would, 
in fact, convey the following meaning; May 
it pleaſe your Grace, as I have commenced a 
law-ſuit againſt you for a certain eſtate, the 
title to which I cannot poſſibly mike out, un- 


leſs you aſſiſt me with the inſpecting and co- 


pying your writings, I therefore deſire you 


free 
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free acceſs to his office for that purpoſe'”— 


Would not this requeſt be like two ende, 
who having declared war againſt each other, 
and one of them having neither arms nor am- 
munition, defiring. the other would be pleaſed 


to furniſh him therewith in order to ee 
him. 


However, it appears, according to this 
writer, that the Duke of Grafton did, inad- 
vertently, promiſe, that the Duke of Portland 
ſhould be permitted to inſpect the Surveyor's 
office. But when, on a ſecond report of the 


Surveyor- general, his objections to the in- 
ſpection were fo. © ſtrongly marked and ex- 


preſſed, that the Lords were of opinion that 


they could not direct it to be allowed without 
the hazard of great inconvenience and preju- 


dice to his Majeſty's intereſt on future ſimilar 
occaſions, and applications;“ it was then the 
Duke of Grafton firſt ſaw the impropriety of 
his great willingneſs to oblige the Duke of 
Portland, and of granting him that promiſe. 


Had it been an engagement relative to his 


own private property, it had been inſtantly 


complied with by his Grace; but ſince he 
was the King's onal and had no title to the 


making this promiſe, he perceived he was not 


in honour bound to adhere to it, and was con- 


vinced that he ought not to have engaged his 


word; but he thought a breach of an unau- 


thoriſed promiſe was preferable to a breach 
of MEU and that he Was abſolutel bound 


E not 
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not to expoſe. his maſter's private records to 
thoſe who ſought to invade his private rights 
and property, and therefore preferred the leaſt 
culpable conduct; and in this action, I be- 
lieve, he will be ſupported by the ſoundeſt 
cCaſuiſts, even though it ſhould be this wri- 
ter's opinion, that it is more preferable to 
adhere to an unauthoriſed promiſe. than to 
retract it, and prevent the miſchief Which it 
muſt induce. i 
And certain it is, that if the Dube of Graf- | 
ton be reprehenſible for his having made the 
preceding promiſe, he would have been un- 
pardonable to have advanced from that error, 
ariſing from complaiſance and readineſs to 
ſerye the Dake of Portland, to that other of 
expoſing his maſter's private records of private 
Property, after ſo expreſſive. and ſo juſt a re- 
monſtrance of the Surveyor-general, and af- 
ter the being aſcertained that it is totally repug- 
nant to the rules of that office. His Grace, 
therefore, ought to be at leaſt unblamed for 
his obliging diſpoſition to ſerve the Duke of 
Portland, and applauded for the preferring his 
duty and his maſter's juſt ſervice, to the impu- 
tation of being guilty of breach of promiſe. 
Having advanced thus far, this writer at 
length acknowledges that the Duke of Port- 
And had rof a claim, ex debito Mau, to the 
inſpection of the Surveyor's office. But the 
Treaſury, as be ſays, will not ſtop here, but pro- 
ceed farther, viz, That the precedent of permit- 


ws 
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ing an antient Crown grantee to defend his 
title out of theſe very materials, will be a pre- 
judice to the King's intereſt in future fimilar 
occaſions, and create great inconveniences in 
the future management of the land revenue. 
That is, in plain Engliſh, let any Crown gran- 
tee have, bona fide, ever ſo good a title, yet if 
by length of time, or any caſualty, he has the 
mille ning to loſe the proof of bis title, al- 


though there ſhould be lying in the Surveyor's 


office ſufficient proof of his right, yet the King 
ſhall recover his eſtate, notwithitanding the 
real right of the poſſeſſor, while the ſurveyor 
knowingly ſuppreſſes the evidences of the true 


right. 1 


To this I will Aer er, that if men, who ne- 


ver had a grant to the crown-lands which the 
preſume to retain, will ſtill perſiſt in holding 


them thus unjuſtly, the King muſt inevitably 


be deprivedof all his landed private property, and 
if his private records are to be open to the ex- 
amination of all men who are in law agsinſt 
their Sovereign, he is in a worſe ſituation than 
any of his people. There is. then one kind of 
Juſtice for the King, and another for the ſub- 


ject, a diſtinction which this legiſlaßure docs 
not authoriſe; and I dare ae; that theie is 


not an individual 3 in the kingdom who would 


not, in a ſimilar caſe, refule the inſpe&t on of 


his records to the King's agents, was his Ma- 
Jeſty plaintiff, and that pe: Fon defendant; and 


1 mall EW, that this would Probably be the 
3 E 2 | 35 Cale. 
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cake of. the Duke himſelf, from that od 5 


which he has obſerved in this very inſtance. It 
is a requeſt which, in its nature, conveys a 


more culpable behaviour than the breach of | 
| fifty t. 3ouſand promiſes made for granting it in 


the preſent caſe. It is aſking a ſervant to de- 


ſert his maſter's cauſe, and to ſtrengthen his 


adverſary to the prejudice of his Sovereign. 
The clamour which this writer has ſo un- 


juſtly endeavoured to excite againſt the Duke 
of Grafton, being thus fairly refuted, even on 


the very grounds on which he himſelf has placed 


16-1 lt. now ſhew that his repreſentation of 


that tranſaction is fallacious, that the Duke of 
Grafton, though he did not command the Sur- 
veyor- general to expoſe his office ta the inſpec- 
tion of the Duke of Poriland's agents, and liter- 
ally comply with his promiſe, did as effectually 


perform it, to all the intents and purpoſes which 
theſe agents could have deſired or obtained by 


inſpecting; and ſo far is his Grace of Grafton 


from being the object of accuſation for breach of 
' promiſe to the Duke of Portland, Iam in doubt 


whether it may not be more reaſonably conclu- 


ded that he has o ſſended by breach of truſt. 


The Duke of Graſton being convinced that 
it was improper to permit the inſpecting of the 
King's private reco:ds, and yet conſidering that 
he had promiſed his Grace of Portland that his 
agents chould have that liberty, reſolved on the 


following method in order to avoid the comply- 


ing with the infront and yet vir tually to pre- 


erve 
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ſerve bis promiſe: he ordered the Surveyor- ge- 
neral to draw out a ſtate of the crown title to 
| theſe lands, exactly as it was in his office, and 
this being faithfully done, it was tranſmitted by 
the Duke of Grafton to the Duke of Portland, 
at the ſame time requeſting his Grace of Portland, 
that he would tranſmit to the Board of Treaſu- 
ry the ſtate of his title to theſe lands, that by 
theſe means, being acquainted with the claims 
on both ſides, the matter in queſtion might be 
ſettled according to right and juſtice; but with 
this requeſt of ſending his title to the Treaſu- 
ry, the Duke of Portland has never complicd 
to this hour, wo 2 FIN 
Let the world judge of the juſtice of that 
complaint againſt being denied the inſpection 
of private records in a private office, in order to 
make out his title to an eſtate, and of a breach 
of promiſe in the Duke of Grafton in not ob- 
ſerving his word on that head, by a man who 
has received the ſtate of the crown's title on the 
'yery ſubject in diſpute, and nevertheleſs refu- 
ſed to give the ſtate of his title in return, and 
in order to come at right and juſtice. Had the 
Duke of Portland been firſt Lord of the Trea- 


7 ſury, can it be reaſonably inferred from this 


_ preſent refuſing the ſtate of his title to the board 
of Treaſury, that he would have complai- 
ſantly tranſmitted the title of the crown lands 
to the Duke of Grafton, had he been ſoliciting 
It as a private ſubje& ; and yet from this rea- 
dineſs to oblige the Duke of Portland, it can- 
; „ not 


0 3⁰ 


to the board of Treaſury, in circumſtances ſimi- 
lar to thoſe which have been ſtated. Decide 
of theſe Dukes by their actions. 

That the tranfaction has paſſed in the man- 
ner which is aboye related, I have now indiſ- 
putable authority to affirm; let this ſorry 
writer either prove this relation to be falſe, 
or confeſs his diſingenuous and criminal beha- 


cealing the re 
And in this place, to ſave him the embarreſſ- 
ment of a partial and fallacious apology for this 


preceding authority. The ſtate of the crown 
title to the foreſt of Inglewood and manor of 
Carliſle, being drawn out and delivered to his 


tradiction that neither of theſe eſtates had ever 
The manor of Carliſſe had been ſettled in mar- 
rine his Queen; ſhe ſurvived him and King 


William alſo; and not long before her death 
granted a leaſe of ninety-nine years, determin- 


> 


vived till within a very few years. Let the 
world judge then whether King William could 


of Portland's great- grand- father. With what 


not be well an that as a private ſubject, 
his Grace of Grafton would haye ſent his title 


viour in r g ſome Parts and con- 


conduct in the Duke of Portland, I will inform 
the world of the true reaſon, grounded on the 


Grace of Portland, it was proved beyond con- 
been granted by King William to his anceſtor. 
riage by King Charles the Second, on Cathe- 


able on three lives, the laſt of which has ſur- 


have poſſibly granted this manor to the Duke 


degree 


1 

degter of truth then is it aſſerted, inthe adver- 
tiſement, that it was granted by King William 
to that nobleman for euer, when it never could 

have been granted by him to any man 
In like manner, reſpecting the foreſt of In- 
lewood, it muſt have been aſcertained by this 
775 of the crown title, by the courts and other 
tranſactions which have been held in that foreſt : 
by the ſervants of the Crown; and laſtly, by 


fewille' that what was to be granted to Sir 


james Lowther, had never been included in 
King William's grant to his Favourite; that 


whatſoever had been granted and conveyed to 


the faid Favourite, Mynheer Van Bentinck, was 
2 ſpecifically excepted out of this grant to Sir 
8 Lowther, and poſitively referved to his 


| 6 ace of Portland. After a conviction of the 
truth of all theſe circumſtances, from the ſtate 
of the crown title, there may be found, with- 


out much difficulty, the reaſon why his Grace 
of Portland has not tranſmitted a ſtate of his 
title to theſe lands. Had I been acquainted 
with theſe truths, beforc I began to write on 
this ſubject, it would have faved me much 


trouble on this head. The preceding ſtate of 


the caſe would have effected a perfect refuta- 
tion of all that has been advanced on the part 
of the Duke of Portland ; but being convinced 


even from their ſtate of the . caſe, that rheir 


proceedings and aſſertions were fallacious ; that 


the Board of Treaſury was unjuſtly accuſed ; 


and that his Majeſty was, oy theſe means, in- 
| | directly 
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directiy to be rendered leſs amiable in the eyes 
of his people, like William Rufus, ſlain by an 
arrow glancing againſt a tree, and obliquely 
lodging i in his boſom ; I became a volunteer 
in defence of truth and juſtice, in order to ſup- 
preſs miſrepreſentation and ſeditious opinions, 
which were gaining ground in conſequence of 


tte exclamations which were excited againſt, 


the violations of private property. by illegally 
exerting the crown prerogative, .than which 
there has exiſted nothing leſs. 108, ſince the 
creation. 8 

Beſides the preceding, there i is yet r 
moſt virulent accuſation, That the Trea- 
ſury ſhould. have reſolved, on the grant to 
Sir James Lowther, as the ſhorteſt way of 
coming to a deciſion in whom the right exiſted, 
whether in the Crown or the Duke of Port- 
land.” And I will add that this was the juſteſt 
way alſo. And this ſhall be evinced, not only 
from thoſe reaſons which this futile and ſuicide 
writer has aſſigned to the contrary, but from 
others which are irrefragable. He repreſents 
the Board of Treaſury as © being without the 
leaſt ſmattering of law-among the members.” 
And then condemns them, for not con- 
| ſulting the crown lawyers on this affair,” Had 
the Treaſury obſerved this method of apply- 
ing to the crown lawyers, they muſt either 
bave implicitly obeyed their opinions, or have 


taken their own. By obſerving the firſt, and 


determining according to the advice of the 
crown 


EY . 
crown lawyers, they would have been guilty 
of implicitly coinciding with what this ſerib- 
bler aſſerts they do not underſtand, an opinion in 
law. Had they followed their own ſenti- 
ments, it would have been ſtill more abſurd, 
becauſe they would have decided as jadges on 
a matter which he aſſerts alſo they do not un- 
derſtand, the law. The Treaſury, for theſe 
reaſons, are certainly juſtified in the manner 
inwhich they proceeded. 
But they are condemned alſo for not hear- 
ing council on both ſides, and without the leaſt 
ſmattering in lau. For not ſitting as judges 
to determine a cauſe of fuch conſequence. 
This ſeems to be a moſt ſtrange piece of con- 
tradiction; they are condemned, that, being 
ignorant of the law, they did not apply to the 
crown council for advice; and they are con- 
demned alſo, that being ignorant of the law, 
they would not fit as jzdges, and determine 
this matter, which, according to what this 
writer affirms, they do not underſtand ; and 
this is as juſt an accuſation, and as reaſonable, 
as if this writer ſhould condemn a black horſe 
for not being of two colours. 
The Board of Treaſury being thus filly | 
exculpated from all juſt cauſe of accuſation, 
on the very principles which this ſcribbler lays 
down for condemning them, I will now pro- 
ceed to tell him the true reaſon why the Lords 
of that Board refuſed to decide the matter in 
3 queſtion, 


. 4d 


queſtion, and to fend; it to the Courts at Weſt- : 
| minſter. PRES | 
The Duke of Graftba having tranſmitted to 
his Grace of Portland, the true ſtate of the 
crown title to the manor of Carliſle and foreſt 

of Inglewood, and having requeſted the Port- 
land title from his Grace, all proceedings on 
this ſubje& were ſuſpended for more than four 


months, in order to give the Duke of Port- 


. land foll time to make out and to ſend in the 


ſtate of his title. This time being expired, 


and no ſtate received by the Treaſury, and that 
Board concluded that none would be ever ſent; 


and in this the event has verified their predic- 


tion. They were convinced alſo, that the 
Duke of Portland's title being unſuſtainable, 
from what they ſaw in King William's grant 
to Mynheer Van Bentinck, that the caſe muſt 
be decided in favour of the crown; and frem 
the ſpirit of ſedition, miſrepreſentation, and 
abuſe, which had been diſſeminated through 
all thoſe who were unacquainted with the real 


circumſtances of the affair, they were convinc- 


ed alſo, that the Dake of Portland, inſtead of 
acquieſcing with their deciſion, would ſtill 


erect this determination into a great cauſe of 


complaint, and promulgate that the inju/tice 
of the grant had been followed by a ſtill greater 
Act of ixjuſtice in this deciſion of the Treaſury 


againſt him; they therefo e ordered a grant cf 


5 theſe lands to Sir James Lowther, and by that 
means they have placed the Duke of Portland 


in 


1 
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in this juſtifiable dilemma, either to reſign a all 


pretenſions to theſe grants, or to bring his cauſe 


before the courts of judicature, where he muſt. 
be obliged to produce that title which be has 
refuſed to lay before the Treaſury. And thus 
this title being to be laid before the judges and 


a jury, there muſt reſult a verdi& againſt, 


oi no man can juſtly complain, and the 
Board of Treaſury are freed from all accuſa- 


tion of partiality and reg on that ac- 
count. bd 


From this un pn repreſeritation of truth 


it is evident that the Surveyor-general and Mr. 


Chambers, have acted becoming the charac- 


ters of upright and ſenſible officers in adviſing 
this method; that the Lords of the Treaſury 
have proceeded on juſt grounds, in obſerving 
that advice; that they have juſt cauſe to be ap- 


plauded for this conduct, in ſpite of all the 


malignity of the fouleſt calumny ; ; and the 
Duke of Portland no reaſon to complain, that 
refuſing to lay his title before the Lords of the 
_ Treaſury in return for the crown title which 
was delivered to him, he is now ſent to ſeek 
redreſs to thoſe tribunals where he muſt pro- 


duce that title, or loſe his cauſe. If this con- 


duct of the Duke of Graften be reprehenfi- 


ble, there is nothing upon earth which is lau- . 
Cable. 


But it ſeems this writer © can produce a 
caſe in point to his purpoſe on this particular. 
When the Duke of Newcaſtle was firſt Lord 

_ - of 
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= of the Treaſury, and Sir George Littleton 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, ſuch a caſe was 
heard before them, and the leaſe revoked.” 
1 will rifque every thing on earth, that the 
circumſtances of that caſe are not in point 
with thoſe of the preſent ; or that the Lord 
and Chancellor of the Treaſury have been 
_ miſtaken in their deciſion, if it was, Beſides, 
I defire this writer to reflect, that a thouſand 
years, nay, that Heaven and Earth may paſs 
away, before this nation may be bleſſed with 
a Firſt Lord of the Treaſury, equally pro- 
found in wiſdom, politics, and law, with the 
famous Duke of Newcaſtle ; and yet ſuch is 
the perverſeneſs of mankind, I know many 
ſenfible men who think it would be extremely 
abſurd to found an univerſal practice on ſuch 
a ſingle precedent. ' And thus we ſee how 
mankind may differ in opinion. ee 
OBreat as have been the exclamations againſt 
| the Treaſury for this . deprivation of 
1 the private property of the Duke of Portland, 
— and ſlanderous and groundleſs as are the atro- 
cious calumnies of this envenomed writer, 
I think it may be evinced from his own 
words, that he himſelf miſtruſts the equity of 
the Duke's title to this eſtate. He ſays, If 
dne tranſient ray of common juſtice had ſhot 
. a-croſs the Board of Treaſury, if it had per- 
chance occurred that the Duke of Portland, 
as the lineal beir, and undiſturbed poſſeſſor, for 
. 1 | | | 5 lixty | 


* 
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Kxty or ſeventy years, ſhould have had an TY 


fer of the leaſe granted to Sir James Lowther; 
if upon reference, or | conſideration before 


the Board, the Duke of Portland had found 
his title defective, it would have been worth 
his while to have given as much more than 


Sir James Lowther, as the n, of 1 


| ſuit muſt amount to.” 


If the head of this writer had contained one 
wn ray of common ſenſe, he would not 
have expoſed himſelf by this declaration. The 
Duke of Portland has not found his title de- 


fective, for J will venture to affirm he can 


have found 70 title at all; and were the Board 
of Treaſury therefore to apply to the Duke of 


Portland, and to offer him a leaſe of thoſe 


lands which he had unjuſtly detained from the 
crown for more than ſeventy years, during 


which this writer falſly aſſerts they were in 


the Portland poſſeſſion, and this in preference 


to Sir James Lowther; this, indeed, would 
have been a moſt extraordinary indulgence 
for an illegal action, in detaining them ſo long 
in his Grace's hands. 

I would gladly know whether the Duke of 
Portland, who now diſputes: the title of the 
crown, and aflerts that this foreſt and manor 
are his right, and has refuſed 'to deliver his 


own title thereto, and yet perſeveres in re- 
taining them, would have ſtood to a deciſion 
of the Treaſury, and not exclaimed of violated 


property, 
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Property, had it been determined againſt him, 
as it muſt have been, from what I have already 
related; and when this writer inſinuates that 


the Duke of Portland would have given ſo 
much more than the preſent grantee, is it 


it not apparent that he is conſcious that the 
Duke of Portland is defective in title? And 
does not this incendiary conduct proceed from 


his not being the purchaſer, rather than from 


any violence committed on private property? 


1 fancy ape perſons. will be of my 
N . 1 


Through the whole of this painphlet there 


appears a fingular attention to the denomi- 
r theſe eſtates the property of the Duke 
of Portland: . But, by the leave of this judi- 
Cious Gribliler, by what authority can any 
eſtate be tiled the property of any perſon, be- 
rout that right of po is determined oy 
Jaws: >: * 


vered tothe Duke of Portland, and be convinced, 
if he has capacity ſufficient to becapable of con- 


viction, that what is now conveyed to Sir James, 7 


neither could be, nor is contained in King 
William's grant to Mynheer Van Bentinck ; 
and that all thoſe parts of the foreſt of Ingle- 
wood, which were then granted to that illuſ- 
trious anceſtor, are ſpecifically excepted in 


the 


\Inthis ines of this writer, it appears the 5 
more extraordinary, ſince he muſt be ſuppoſed 
to have ſeen the ſtate of the crown title, deli- 
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„ 3} the leaſe granted to Sir James Lowther, and 
7 23 ftillreman, untouched, to the Duke of aries 
t ? 2 . 125 
9d weit appears, that the conduct of 
t writer is neither a dutiful nor decent belin- 
> XZ viour to his Sovereign, becauſe it more than 
1 3 implies that his Majeſty has violated the rights 
1 3} of one ſubject, to indulge the requeſts of ano- 
2 ther. A charge, which had it been imputed 
to the Duke of Portland, reſpecting a fellow 
„ ©} ſubject, I am perſuaded he would not have 
| * quietly borne, but have reſented it with a 
e | becoming indignation; and conſequently he 
- -» muſt vehemently reſent this oblique and ſlan- 
2 > derous ſuggeſtion of his angry advocate againſt. 
3 f his lawful Sovereign. 
y ; After having ſaid thus much in oppoſi- 
3 tion to this bold ſcribe, I come now to 
7 © Prove my candour, and to agree with him. 
4 And I confeſs it is a ſhameful thing of Mr. 
e Watkins to retain that guinea fee of office 
4 ; which he received from the Duke's agent: fo 
=  } Conſiderable an object is a juſt cauſe of com- 
C plaint, and ought, in all juſtice, to be re- 
- - turned to the Duke of Portland, who, by his 
; detaining an eſtate, which has probably pro- 
5 duced him, according to this account of his 
; advocate, ſeventy thouſand pounds, muſt be 
1 an enemy to all unjuſt detention of private 
property. = 
n ZZ Such are the material hin of injuſ- 
— of which the Board of Treaſury are 

: Res accuſcd, 
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raccuſcd. Having obviated theſe, 1 hope to 
the fatisfaQion of all diſpaſſionate men, I ſhall 


therefore take no notice of dates, cunning, and 


cConcealments, of delays, hurries, and -Hamp- 
den; of extended ' prerogative, tyranny, and 
oppreſſion; of all the ſeditious aſſertions, the 


groundleſs and incendiary invectives which 
diſappointment has engendered upon reven 


5 and which has ſo bountifully diſſeminated thro' 


this angry advocate's production in defence of 


the fiery Duke, 4ut give them to the winds. 


One thing, however, I cannot omit : It is a 


* 


requeſt to know why the Surveyor's whole re- 
port is not printed in the Appendix? to tell 
the writer that ſuch concealment is a ſtrong in- 


dication of an intent to deceive, and to chal- 


lenge him to the publiſhing it. I acquaint 


him alſo that I am ready to acknowledge any 
miſtakes which may be found in the foregoing 


part of this Reply, and 1 defy him to lay the 
| caſe before the publick as it really exiſts, 


reſpecting the lands in queſtion, I am now 


informed, from indiſputable authority, that 


the grants of them, fince the reign of Charles 
the Second, are ſuch as I have related. And 


if he pleaſes to produce a true, -or a falſe nar- 
rative of this caſe, I am prepared to prove 
the inſufficiency of the firſt, and the falſhood 

of the ſecond. And I here tell him, unleſs 


he complies with this propoſal, he recedes 


from it through conſciouſneſs of being refuted, 


and confeſſes that his cauſe 1 is indefenſible. 
Actions 


IIs" 
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AQions and not men being the object af 
"his enquiry, I ſhall therefore offer nothing 


4 more againſt the egregious abuſe which has 4 
| been ſo illiberally thrown out againſt the ſup- 

b poſed Favourite, than that no argument can- 

be drawn, à poſteriori, to ſuſtain the malig- 

: nity of thoſe ſlanders. 

And, as a candid antagoniſt, I would adviſe 


f 3 this judicious writer, ſhould he favour the 

world with any more of his productions, not 

to mention the illuſtrious perſon to whom this 
> viſionary grant is ſo fallaciouſly afferted to have 

| been firſt made; but on this occaſion to adopt 
| > the heathen mythology, which declares, that 
heroes purſue thoſe occupations in the Elyſian 
ſhades with which they were moſt delighted 
in this world; and on that account, to leave 

y > King William and Mynheer Van Bentinck, in 
S dhe uninterrupted enjoyment of thoſe laud- 

able amuſements below, which on earth cre- 


55 ated the royal predeliction of that K ing for that 
= Favourite, and which obtained ſuch numerous 
15 and extenſive grants of Engliſh lands to a 
K Dutchman and a foreigner. 

d P. S. The complaint of the Duke of Port- 
land, againſt the extent of prerogative, and the 
% 3 invaſion of private property, is not the only 
0d one which now ſubſiſts, and founded on ar- 
ls. -* guments not more tenable than the foreſt. In 
2 3 the gnchy of Lancaſter, there lies a foreſt, 
d, | 


15 | G — >; 00s 


1 


containing twenty- ſix thouſand acres of land. 
In the year 1751, a certain Earl was appoint- | 


ed game keeper, or maſter of the game in this 


foreſt, for his own and two other lives; two 


of theſe being dead, it deſcended to a certain 


late Duke, who immediately obtained a re- 


verſionary grant from the crown for the pre- 
ſent Duke, to whom three Lords are now truſ- 


rees. 
Under theſe grants, cheſs Wel game- 


keepers have appointed divers game-kecpers 
on the foreſt, given authorities to perſons to 
[encloſe lands for ſeveral purpoſes, without no- 
tice to the officers of the crown, and, in fact, 
have exerciſed all ſuch rights over the foreſt 
as fully as if the whole ſoil was their own; 
and being oppoſed in theſe proceedings, theſe 
noble game-keepers, like his Grace of Port- 
land, exclaim againſt invaſions of private pro- 


perty by royal prerogative, and join in the 


. 


flanderous calumnies againſt adminiſtration. 


But happily for the King and his ſubjects, 


more particularly for thoſe on that foreſt, the 


intention of the preceding noblemen has been 


prevented by the laudable intervention of the 
preſent Chancellor of that Duchy. He has 
too much reſolution to reſign his Majeſty's 
-private property to the poſſeſſion of inſolent 


invaders, and too much juſt! ce to deny his 
n their 1 rights; no clamours can 
terrify 
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terrify him from ſerving his King; and no 
mandates from miniſters, or even from So- 


vereigns (themſelves, induce him to oppreſs 


the people. Firm without obſtinacy; juſt, 


without rigour; obedient, without ſervility; 
his errors are ſuch as are in common with 
good men; his virtues ſuch as would do ho- 
nour to the beſt of any age. Superior to the 
influence of pecuniary intereſt, he ſerves his 
Prince, and receives not the ſalary of his of- 


fice; rich in himſelf, and in his patrimonial 


expectations, he deſpiſes the idea of accumu- 


- lating greater wealth: the friend of man; the 
Juſt ſervant of his King; the difintereſted ex- 
cecuter of his duty; his integrity is at once his 


glory and his conſolation. 


In fact, without the neceſſary aſſiſtance of | 


ſuch men, the King will be robbed of all his 
property ; liberty and loyalty will be extin& 


together, uſurpation and deſpotiſm ſucceed; . 
_ thouſands of tyrants will oppreſs the people, 


in the place of one benign Sovereign, who 


loved and cheriſhed them. It will then be 
too late to repent of liſtening to the ſeditious 
and incendiary ſpeeches of their deſtroyers, 


and to ſtruggle with their chains: and that 


ſuch are the preſent intentions of too many, 
are evident beyond contradiction, from the too 
general ſpirit of rebellion which prevails, and 
which has been manifeſted and encouraged 


On 


1 


4 : 
! 
1 
F 
| $ 
* - i 
7 
| 
$ 
: 
1 
* — 1 
| 
4 


=_ 


n 


with» 
e 
4711 


,fouſe; - 


* 


* 


Ce, you art 


itons, 


| | Rouſe, Br 


1 


* 


7 
1 


ourſelves; f 
pr 


M 


ng and y 


* 
* 


f 


* 


ow 
Tt 


* 4 2 


— 


r 


7 * : 1 71 * 1 * 4 | wy 4% „ , 

— ä — — — - — 3 — eo nts er ee 4 5 >_< 2 2 . — — — wagons = on —_—_ — ——— — — — —— — — — < , 4 > .. LEI 

= = — F — = n * . 5 . he by 7 4 : * ol * — — * by - o x" - 

. - 7 — —— oo l — — ͤ eee ee — . P ·˙?̃ ÿ <= —arethe 1 — ow 
—— —— —ũä—ä een A me — — a * — RO I? way "* —_ — - — wm - 


— — — 1 


» 
” 
5 
s 
HF 
a 
4 ; 
* 
” T : 
ry * 
% 
o . : 
8 
* 
* 
* 
2 
* 
4 
- 
« 
" 
* N 
* 
* 
. 
> 
B. 4 
* ” 
: * 
* 
. 
0 
” 
5 
” 
” 
« 
* * 
” 

> 
3 1 * 

AN 
F * — . 7 

. 
Y 
; . 
. 
* * 9 
. 
q 
* * ky 
o 


